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P. O. Box 17090

Colorade City, AZ 86021
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To Whom It May Concern:




f g;ﬂ?ing§féﬂliﬂedé§gﬁ§§éﬁK; "f'u‘ ;_“c ;Pi \ | ”“‘ik s T ———— Pé'éli

In behalf of the Coloradg City Public Library, | am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and Libraries
Division's "Administrator's Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2001-2002" decision dated February 8,

2002 of denial.
Please Reference:; Bilied Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,

637963, 638172, 638225, 638340,
638403, 638469, 638542, 638606,
638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLD's review of the Colorado City Public Libraries
471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should have been 70%, instead of
the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by
the library and signed on May 1, 2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to
the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how
they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied
wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which requires
them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility percentages for the
Title I, and other Federal Programs, The Colorado City Unified School District, and the Colorado City
Public Library's district boundaries are co-terminus. Please study Attachment 1, "LLEA Data Collection
report”, the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:
References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.
References to "current’ count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the "current” year.
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Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000-2001)
represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District's enroliment, and should never be
used to calculate a percentage for determining the proportion of currently enrolied students who come
from economicaily disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, | sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the actual survey
sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d. SLD totally
ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or reduced funch
eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation’'s funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and libraries, with
an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied on the patrons of the
Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied.
There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.

| know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment 3 from
the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997, 100% of the Colorado City Unified District qualified. You
can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http:/iwww.census.gov/housing/saipe/sd97/sd97_AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG Application Special
Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and
Moderate Income level

| only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal will be a
great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why ! feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as pertains to
e-rate efigibility, which | could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in this appeal, please
contact me. | am very anxious to resolve this issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues
at the public library.

Best Regards,
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Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net

CcC: "Qliver Barlow" <oliver@ccusd.net>
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March 29, 2002

Colorado City Public Library
120 South Pioneer Street

P. O. Box 17090

Colorado City, AZ 86021

LETTER OF APPEAL to the FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision
CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 — 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:

Dennis Darger

P. O. Box 28

Colorado City, AZ 86021

Home Phone: (928) 875-2242
Work Phone: (928) 875-9021

Fax: (928) 875-9099

E-mail Address: ddarger(@ccusd.net

To Whom It May Concern:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools
and Libraries Division’s “Administrator’s Decision on Appeal — Funding Year 2001-
2002” decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,
637963, 638172, 638225, 638340,
638403, 638469, 638542, 638606,
638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLD’s review of the Colorado
City Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount
eligibility should have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their
decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed
on May 1, 2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to the
70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70%
eligibility, or how they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection
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report that was filed is being applied wrong,

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program,
which requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch
eligibility percentages for the Title 1, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City
Unified School District, and the Colorado City Public Library’s district boundaries are
co-terminus. Please study Attachment !, “LEA Data Collection report”, the report at
issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30,
2000.

References to “current” count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.
All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the “current” year.

Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000)
year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year
(2000-2001) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District’s
enrollment, and should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the
proportion of currently enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged
households.

In my appea! to SLD, [ sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the
actual survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b,
2¢c, and 2d. SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were
indicated either free, or reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation’s funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools
and libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice
will be levied on the patrons of the Colorade City Public Library, and the citizens of the
Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is
economically disadvantaged.

I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of
Attachment 3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado
City Unified District qualified. You can verify these numbers by going to the following
web address: http://www.census.gov/housing/saipe/sd97/sd97_AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG
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Application Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey
indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this
appeal will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is
erroneous as pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone
versus my explanation in this appeal, please contact me. 1 am very anxious to resolve this
issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues at the public library.

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net




LEA Data Collection Report To Determine FY 2002 Federal Program AHocations For All
LEAS ‘

pohudes Chisrtered LEAS) _

Name of the LEADiswict: _ Colorada City Unified School CTh#: G8-02-14 E-mail Address: __ oliverfccusd.net

Address: __F. 0. Box 309 City: _Colorade ity County: _ Mohave Zip Code: 86021 :

Phone: (520 8575-9000 Fax: {5201 875-9099 Person Completing This Formn: ___QLiver Rarlow

Check the apprapriate box: Return this form & appropriste sttachunamt prior to March 23, 2001:

{71 Does not wish to receive these “Federal” funds.
. Mr Yiliman E. Turley
. Acadenwic Suppori Division, Bin # 32
: Artzens Departwent of Edvestion
Signature of Person Complesing This Form: 1535 West Jefferson Stroet

M,.m.l....zﬂﬂl. Mum

L¥As may use the sttached Gmwmhexﬂmmm o Setermine thelr froc muu coast,

Enter the LEA's K-3 100 doy student count (ADM) (oges 5-17) for the year ending June 30, 2000: 2 334.770 1

Enter the LEA’s K-3 current student free lunch eligible count gs of 100™ day (a9es 5-17): | b 149930

Erter the LEA's 4-8 100™ day student count (ADM) {oges 5-17) for the year ending June 30, 2000 ¢

Enter the LEA's 4-8 asrent student free hunch eligible count g8 of 100" dav (ages 5-17) e
Tatol K-8 J00™ day student count (ADM) {oges 5-17) (aee):i | 740:972

Total K-8 100™ day student free knch eligible cownt {ages 5-17) (b-d): Lf.309:925, ”
Percent K-8 free lunch eligible (f + e): ? 100

Secondary

Enter the LEA's 9-12 100™ day student count (ADM) {oges 5-17) for the year ending June 30, 2000:

Enter the LEA's § 12 current student free lunch eugamcmm:nfsoo*w(ogess-m-l i 37.000
Box " is extmapolated:  Yes [XJ No £ I 00 %
Percent 9-12 student free lunch eligible (oges 5-17) ¢ « hy:

Yo for LEAT (12

* Union High Sehool LEAs (if eligible count is unknown) enter the rotal sumber from Atinchanent 3. Unified LEAs (if eligitile count is unknown) maltiphy the percent in box
‘g times the number in box W {g x k), FILE; FYZ00L LEA DATA COLLECTION REFORT ALL LEAs

h 182.938.
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PARENT SURVEY TO DETERMINE FUNDING FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS ALLOCATION

The Arizons Departmcut of Education is roaponsible for determining the allocation of Tithe I and oiher project funds in the
State of Arizonn. Title 1 Cends are usod to provide Ausnckl nssistance to oducations] agpencies to weet the special education
weeds for edncationally deprived childres at the clementary and sscondary school fevels.

1o order to agsist your school {0 determing their tlgibility for un sfloeation of funds, plense review the fres lunek income
gume}iuu below aml complete the foltowing te determine the eligibility of your child or children.

Based on the ;:hm below, is your family &t or below the reduced Fanch income guidelines? Yes_ No_
Based on the chart below, is your family at or below the free lunch income guidelines? YHX‘ No_
There are o3l _children from this honschold atlendiag Pre-schook-51h Grade.

Thereare o5 children from this houschold attending §Lh-8th Grade.

There are__r)_chiidesn from this household attending 9th-2th Grade.

¥ horeby certify that wil of the above inforvmtion is true and verroel

S o
t Signatuye Date

FREE LUNCH GUIDELINES TO DETERMINE SCHOOL ISTRICT
FUNDING ALLOCATIONS FOR TITLE ¥YFEDERAL PROGRAMS

USDA Child Nutrition Program Iucome Guidelines

Academic year 2000-2001

Free Reduced
Famly Yeur Winnth Week Family Year Month Week
Skee Shee
o T—— T 0 208 1 LN T W S . N—
I TV S TR )2 20.81) 1238 400

: R —— o - S N ;. W——— )| ¢ A— . NS
RN N T TSI I 7T N - 7 SU————— . e .1V S— 1 Iy S
& % | W““' """"m““'"'ﬂi h"" ﬁm————mw"—m—w.:‘ m
(6. [ARJO8.. . 2436, 573 8L 42,273 3823 Y
Lo b 33478 12990, (G| LD [47.608 3,970 2 ¥ S
B (30248 1 3ie4 . (AT & oA 1SHMA. | 4417 BT 117 || PO
[ Bach | Adctiooal ¢ Meswber 1Add .1 [Each |Addioaul i Mewber | Add
| #8770 s | i e - R T

tecome includes for all persony living in your householil, virtusily all items includting wages aad satarles before any deductions,
ant oiher income, sueh ns solf employment, welare, soviul security, retirement heneflts, unemployment comipenzation, werkers
cumnpreosation, aid for dependant children, slimony, child xspport, pensionis, insurunce o ansRily paymests, ¢ie,

2002
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COLORADO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 14

50 NORTH COLVIN STRERT »P.0. BOX 309
COLORADG CITY, ARIZONA 86021
PHONE: (520) B75-2288 FAX: (520) R75-8094

PL. Bathine
Board Prosident AR March 20, 200t
S

Alvin 8. Barlow

M. Johnsoo ' Suprerinuntent
Ralgh M. Johm Colorado City, A7. 86021-0827

W, Howard Meldrum Jcﬁﬁ;’. ¥ Jl : e
Bonrd Mepber Deur Cheryiynn,

Frud o, Jesaop
Bt Measber The Colorado City Unified School District provides educatiopal

Scott V., Jessop services to regidents of Colorado City and Hildale, ang the

Board Meinbes surrounding area. Much of our District funding is tied to Federnl

formuln guidelines. We do not maintain a school lunch program and

therefore it is our responsibitity to survey the local population to

determine our status in applying for state and federal funding,

Programs that are influenced by the Federal “Free and Reduced
Lunch Farmula™ criteria include Pre-school specinl needs, Tide 1,
Special Education and Vocational Education, as well as some basic
maintenance and operating funds provided to our school district.

We need to gather data from the school clientele, so this survey is
being sent to all of the households atiending the public scheol system.
Your immediate response is neoessary and will be very greatly
apprecisted.

Your rosponse to this survey is very important to the district,
Individual responses will be held in the strictest confidentiality, {
urge you to take the lime now to complete the enclosed form and
return it in the postage paid envelope we have provided,

For questions or concesns ploase call Superintendent Alvin 8. Barlow
or Jeffery Jessop at B75-2288,

Yours truly,

e K ratlorer

Alvin 8. Barlow, Superintendeni

2002
Lawronce Swed, Pdinopa Kumbalt 13 Havkew, Minypad Warzen M. Jelwpsen, Pripeipe]

Cirtudndy Caoy Hagh Senne: Cuturads L ir High Coloadn Cay Blumentare
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Attachaend 3

4450 AGUA FRIA UNION HIGH SCHOOL DYf  38267] 1760 300 23%] |87 _AZ.del 5-Jan-01]
4 480|AGUILA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT ¢ 946 190 138 80%! 'sd97 AZ.dat | S-Jan-O1
4, 520]AJ0 UNIFIED DISTRICT 3583 B841] 337) 53% sd07_AZ.cat |5Jan01
4] "600JALHAMBRA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 85009 11934| 3238 27% |sd97_AZdal 5-Jan-01]
4| 830'ALPINE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT | 303 730 30 41%) [sd97_AZ.dal S-Jan-01]
44770 ALTAR VALLEY ELEMENTARY DISTH 4080 075 282 79%| 'sd97_AZ.dat S-Jan-01
4° 680 AMPHITHEATER UNIFIED DISTRICT | 103811] 17158 3514] 20%' s067 AZ.dat |5-Jen-01
4 720,ANTELOPE UNION HIGH SCHOOL D] 8122 3371 84| 25% 18407 AZdat ' Jan-01
4, T5G|APACHE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 185331 1B 55%] [edd7_AZdat 5-Jan-01)
4| 790JAPACHE JUNCTION UNIFIEDDISTRI, 91161, 4874° 900 20%| [s097_AZdal_ 5-Jan-01)]
4] "840]ARLINGTON ELEMENTARY DiSI‘R‘IC‘i 1230 184 40, 21%| isd97_AZ dat | 5~Jan-01)
4! 870'ASH CREEK ELEMENTARY DISTR 644 99, 11| V1% sd87 AZdst |5~Jan-01
4. 910 ASH FORK UNIFIED DISTRICT 988 198] 75| 38% sd87_AZ.dat 5-Jan-01
4, 980IAVONDALE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 10757 3028| 1656 42%] [sd97 AZdatl 5Jan-01
4 1000]BAGDAD UNIFIED PISTRICT 3088 819. 28 3% Is097_AZdal | SJandi
41 1050]BALS2 ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 29008 3411 1078; 32%! 'su97_AZ dat | S~Jan-01
4| 1080 [BEAVER CREEK ELEMENTARY DIST 3133] 361, 98] 27w sd97 _AZ.del |5-Jan0i
4/ 1110 BENSON ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 6809 1077 2531 23% sd97 AZdal S-lan-01]
411140 BENSON UNION HIGH SCHOOL p1sT 87173 A31] 4B 14%] |sdB7_AZ.del  5-Jan-01]
& TIB0]DICENTENNIAL UNION HIGH SCHOO| 6748, 141750 35%] [sdd7 AZ dat | 5-Jan-0i|
4, 1480[BISBEE UNIFIED DISTRICT 8588 1548 430( 28% 'sdby_AZ.dat |5-Jan-0f
4 1m|&uemmmvmsmcr b 52 11 1| 9%, sd97_AZdat ‘6-Jan01
4} 8560!BLUE RIDGE UNIFIED DISTRICT 9008 20550 102! 5%]| [sd87 AJ.dat  5-Jen-0t
471260 BONITA ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 1237, 128l 36 20%]| |sofi7_AZ dat |G-dand1
4’ 1200;80USE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 507 2410, 42%! |ed07_AZdat |E-Jand1
4_1330|BOWIE UNIFIED DISTRICT 768 156 BY| 29% suB7 AZdet '5-jan-01
4] 1380 |BUCKEYE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 8518  1744] 570 3% .sd87 AZdm S-Jjan-01
4] 1410[BUCKEVE UNIGN HIGH SCHOOL OIS " 16021'~ 058] _ 248: 28%! |3d97 AZ dat Sjan-01
4] 1500'BULLHEAD CITY ELEMENTARY DIST 31060  3017__ 639  21%! lsd07 AZ dat|5-Jan-0t
4] 1600; CAMP VERDE UNIFIED DISTRICT 5054, 1638 470: 20%' sdD7 AZ.dat 5 Jan.01
4 1650! CANON ELEMENTARY DISTRICT =0 ape 92| 30% sdfi AZdat 5-Jan01
471680|CARTWRIGHT ELEMENTARY DISTRY 112583 24700 30301 18% :sd87 AZ.dmt S-jan-O1
4] 1710'CASA GRANDE ELEMENTARY DISTR 34381  8332] 1500 24%| |s097 AZ.dat {5-Jan-01
4] 1740 CASA GRANDE UNION HIGH SCHOO 48158 24037 641, 27%| [5d97_AZ.dat |5-Jan-01
417760\ CATALINA FOOTHILLS UNIFIED DiST 27440 4831 " 377) 4% 'sd97 AZdat 5.fan04
(4 1]CAVE CREEK UNIFIED DISTRICT 12074] 1860 369] 20% 8097 AZdal G.jen-0t
4 1810{CEDAR UNIFIED DISTRICT 88951 2468 1224 B0%! 8d87_AZ.dat |5-den-01
4; 1830 CHAMPIE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 195 38| 37 8% |sd97_AZ dat 16-Jan-01
4 1870 CHANDLER UNWIED DISTRICT 810467 162521 4174 76%) .5dB7_AZ.daf B-Jan.01
4! 1920]CHEVELON BUTTE ELEMENTARY DI 426 67 18| 28% sd97_AZdat 5-jen-01]
4" 1040{CHINLE URIFIED DISTRICT 20488] 6417, 3846! 57% 1807 AZdat S-Jan-01]
4, " 3ICHING VALLEY UNIFIED DISTRICT 101767 2029] 610 30%| |s097 AZ.dat | 5-dan-01|
4, 2010/CHLORIDE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT  -3187  248] 91 37%! |ac87 AZ dat [5~an-B1
4] 4 CLARKDALE-JEROME ELEMENTARY, 3051, 458 167, 36%' sd87 AZ.dat S-Jano1
4 4 . . AZdot S-Jun-0t
130;COCHISE ELEMENTARY DISTRICT 372l T 83] 41 B%| |sdav
L 27 UNJFI TRICT i 1545} 1 i
P H i ]
4, 2190{CONCHO ELEMEN‘TARY DISTRICT 925 5 31 14% €497 AZdal -Jan-01
4, 2220'CONGRESS ELEMENTARY DISTRICY  1785] 233 55_0__21% [8d07_AZ dal | 5-Jon-01
4| 2350 CONTINENTAL ELEMENTARY DISTR ~ 15852° 319{ _ 11 i sd97_AZ dat | 5-Jan-01
4]2520 COOLIDGE UNIFIED DISTRICT Ti8545 3578 1487, 41% 'sd07 AZ.dat - 5-Jan-01
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Survary Tabulation Formh

APPLICANT _ Tomid QE__WMW Survey Ares Hamei___ A LL.

Readg instructions before completing this ferm.

i£H HUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS TO RECEIVE PROVECT BENERITS 1 A =
{7 HUMBER OF HOUSEHDLDS CONTACTED . <
£ NUMBER OF HOUSEHGLDS BESPONDING TO THE SURVEY o e
() SURVEY RESPONSE RATE = (3} IVIDED BY tfi = 2 g * B
BREAKOOWN OF SURYEY RESPONGES BY FAMILY SIZE
%) i#) 2] £y {8 {19}
- RUMBER OF HiMBER CF NUNMBER OF NUMBER OF
FAMILY NUMBER OF LOWINDD NDN LOWMOD LOWIMOD ROWLOW MOD
SIZE RESPONSES  RESPONSES RESPONSES HERSCNS PERSONS
2 peopia
% i 7 57 ¥
3 enople ey - S & %0 ¥,
4 peopie e 14 4. i &
S peceie 12 19 ¢ 45 &
]
paoste b i ) 96 o)
T peopl
Foople 22 2 i L 7
4
packe e th.. & e . ©
% paopte 5" 15" O Y -
1 peopie
U A e 10 & {159 o
R R 266 & 2523 10
() TOTAL PEASONS SURVEYED = TOTAL OF (81 » TOTAL OF {151 = A .~ W
i127) LOWBAGD PERCENTAGE = TOTAL OF (3} DIVIDED BY (19 » o a%am g
{33}  SURVEY AVERAGE FAMILY SIZE = {15) DAVIDED BY TOTAL OF (81 = —E
{14} NUMBER CF HOUSEHOLDS NOT SURVEYED = {1 MIHUS {8 — BB
(18)  NUMBER OF BENEFICIARIES NOT SURVEVED = (1) X {14} » BT
(8 LOVWMOD BENEFICIARIES NOT SURVEYED = (42} X {15 = e 8P
17y TOYAL BENEFTIARIES # {11y « 135} 2 — i e
181 TOTAL LOWMOD BENEFICIARIES » TOTAL OF (9) +{16) = BB

CERTIFICATION: &,
SJURISORCTION, CE f Tia

_ MY CAPACITY AS  Tobwans Lol FOR THIS
INFORMATION 1IN THIS REPORT AND THE SURVEY UUESTIONNAIRES 1§ CORRECY

TO THE BEST OF MY XNOWLEDGE AND WAS REPORTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACCUMPANYING
INSTRUCTIONS. - )
. ey -
SIGNATURE __ LT Jﬁ&’é@ o o YILE. T peal ot R "
L o o .
sooress . Eew T Siouabe vy, AT Beres

DaTE . #/% /94 6&'&{5&& L o/t

X -
e e e, .
YRR UINB mnphoslon HanThem. 7 W%yw} 14.2%
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March 29, 2002

>

Colorado City Public Library
120 South Pioneer Street

P. O. Box 17090

Colorado City, AZ 86021

LETTER OF APPEAL to the FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision

CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 [ 12% Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information:

Dennis Darger

P. O. Box 28

Colorado City, AZ 86021
Home Phone: (928) 875-2242

Work Phone: (928) 875-9021
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Fax: (928) §75-9099

E-mail Address: ddarger@ccusd.net

To Whom It May Concern:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and
Libraries Divisions O Administratords Decision on Appeal O Funding Year 2001-20020
decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number: 220639
471 Application Number: 255830
Funding Request Numbers: ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,

637963, 638172, 638225, 638340,
638403, 638469, 638542, 638606,

638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLDOs review of the Colorado City
Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should
have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the
LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed on May 1, 2001 by Oliver Barlow
indicates that the discount should be corrected to the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the
numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how they derived that number. The
issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied wrong,

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which
requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility
percentages for the Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School
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District, and the Colorado City Public LibraryOs district boundaries are co-terminus. Please
study Attachment 1, OLEA Data Collection report[J, the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.

References to Lcurrent(] count are for the year ending June 30, 2001,

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the OcurrentC year.

Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000-
2001) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School DistrictOs enrollment, and
should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the proportion of currently
enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, [ sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the actual
survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d.
SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or
reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation{]s funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and
libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied
on the patrons of the Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if
this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.
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[ know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment
3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado City Unified District
qualified. You can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http://www.census.gov/housing/saipe/sd97/sd97 AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG Application
Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey indicates a 99.33%
HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal
will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as
pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in
this appeat, please contact me. I am very anxicus to resolve this issue that we might go forward
with our connectivity issues at the public library.

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd.net




